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Sense cal. paurhlkr, 


. Pretendedly Writ by 
CENTLE WOMAN, 
ENTITU L E P, 


An Anſwer to Domatus Redivivus, 
ExrOSED and CoNFu TED; 


being a further Vindication of the 


dalous Imputation of - Dozatiſm or 
| Re-baptization. | 


| a a LETTER to two Mancheſter 
Levites, occaſion'd by their Publick De- 


| fence of their Crime, in Perverting and | 


W Re-bapt:zing two Young Gentlewomen. 


With an Epiſtle prefix'd to one of the 9 
by a Young Gentleman, 


"MT Majeſtas Theologorunt f T ſolis illis fas ; oft 
Mendoſe Ae Eraſm. Encom. Moriæ. p. 109. 


ie to be true; nothing can need a Lye. 
K Fault which needs it moit, grows two thereby, 
H erbert's Ch, Torch. 
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o the Reverend Mr. L----rer, 
and the Demt-reverend Mr, 


CENTLEMENz, | 
HIS Letter belongs to you upon 4 dou- 
ble account, as you were the chief Attors 
the late Re-baptization, and are the ſuppo< 
Vindicators of it, in the Anſwer to Do- 
tus; 4 Treatiſe writ in Defence of the 
Entiments of the Church, which you. Fa. 
upon 4 Diſſent ing Miniſter, and diſin- 
wouſly point out to Mr. On by Name; 
then by way of Anſwer, aſſume the Li- 
Ity of treating him in the moſt Scurrilous 
lanner, ſcreening your ſelves under the little 
emale Character, which you compleatly 
ſſanate by your noiſy and impotent Malice, 
dh with many Falſhoods and pitiful Evaſi- 
„ are the main props of your Cauſe ; ana 
is Medley you palm upon the World as 4 
able Anſwer, 
WHAT can be more unworthy and unbe- 
ng 4 Scholar, Gentleman, or Chriſtian, 
into Anſwer an Argument with Scarrility, 
Iraduce a Gentleman's Character upon 4 
c Surmiſe, and to fly to the mean ſubter- 
[es of Raillery and Defamation in defence of 
anaalons Cauſe? A2 Your 


{| 


DEDICATION. : 
Your Contrivance, indeed, is very unliihrr: the 
mendable, in placing your deficient 5 un the 
munce under the Patronage of 4 young tf it, .. 
ay ; apiece of Complaiſance, which, pen on 
may be agreeable to the Vanity of rear; 
Minds; but the Thinking part of the Sex ng t 
needs reſent this Artifice of yours," in makin, an- 
them Midwives of 4 Pamphlet, which for i principal 
Impertinence, Rudeneſs and Folly, you Tt TW, 
ſelves were aſhamed to own. Mt; 10 
As for Mrs. C-—|-—- ws. being. Wont, the 
Author of it, I jo much doubt, as t0 fon Dita 


on whether ſhe ever 147 it before it was n WIN 
ed, becauſe of that Cominon-ſewer "WM: 4724; 
Billingſgate which runs thro? the whole h enden 
for I am perſmaded, that neither her Conſcii furt! 
or Breeding, wou'd allow her to make Lies | had 
Refuge, er calumniate any Perſon, after ¶ Vers, 
ad outragious manner. om ledge 
NOV Meſheurs Levites, for you to; . 
a Libel with ſo many foul Invectives, anche un 
table Innuendo's, and opprobrious Langu of, 1: 
and then to Father it upon an innocent G8! Dr. B 
tlewoman, is very unjuſt and unhandſome. W 5: x c 
I can't therefore but do the World ſo ni the . 
juſtice, as tolet em know, how you have i the Chi 
poſed upon them in the Title Page, by , nor 
bing your Anſwer to a wrong Perſon; tf, 
fore to ſet the Saddle on the right Horſe, in D. 
#hink my ſelf obliged to aſſure the Read le Sturnp 
that in the higheſt probability Mr. Lt VL 
and Mr. M | n, by the of foggy te 
of forme more conſiderable than themes i, 


we 


_ DEDICATION. 
we the Aathor of, it. Bat and trthiey ſhould 
lay their having any Hand in theGCompiling 


come 


, let the real Authors tate al the Re- 
tion . hat concerns them as ſuch, to t hem 


es; home ger, theſe two young Clergy-men 
Jung the chief Hand in the late Re, bapti xa- 
ion, and ſtill perſiſting in the Error, are: the ' 
Wrincipel Parizes I hade to do with! |; Thus 
Wh 7 174) 7 Precaution, tig prevent a Re- 
wt; nevertheleſs, that I may.) directly con: 
ant the Title Page, I ſtile mine, the Ama» 


1 4 


WHaT I chiefly, conſider in your Book, is 


7 
+ 1r2umentative Part, where I conufate your 
ended Solutions of. Optatus's Arguments, 
ml further confirm his Propoſitions. + | 


Had proſecuted the Arguments from the 
ers, hut that you have dropt em, and ac- 
nowledge they are above your Feminine Ca- 
uity; beſides Mr. Bingham in his way, has 


le unanſwerable advances in that kind of 


of, notwithſtanding the painful Oppoſition 
. PSE you have only thought fit to at- 


Wc he Argument adduced from the Practice 
f the Church, I ſhall keep cloſe to that Sub- 
ed, nor will J be diverted from it by any 
lateral Diſpate ; but ſince I have drawn my 
en in Defence of the Church, Il! wear it to 

le Stump in that Meritorious Combat. 

WELL then, the queſtion is not, Whether 
Feobyterian or even Lay-baptiſm, is va- 
a tu it felf or no; but whether the Church 


7 


of England doth in her Judgment 4 
Prattice allow of it ? Pl not differ with 
about merr Terms; its equal to the Caſe 
fore us, whether Presbyterian be Lay- ba 
tiſm or no, or whether Lay - baptiſm be ix j 
ſelf valid or no; but whether the Churth 
England doth allow of that which all agre i 
be Lay-baptiſm, and alſo of that, which fon 
only call Lay, and others, Presbyteria 
Baptiſm; ſo that the Hinge of the C 
troverſ turns not upon the intrinſick v 
dity of the Thing it ſelf, but upon the e) wh 
timents of the Engliſh Church concemi ges, Tv 
| # ; therefore if I prove your Re-baptizin'ous anc 
Practice to be diſagreeable to the Judomn pe ; = 
Mm the Chareb," Ig my Pons: il — 
| | 3 it perſc 
t particꝭ 
ſtint Re 
The 3d 
00k, exp. 
Ker of t! 
ade Pu 
eir Pract} 
ance. 
In the ſ⸗ 
aſſert, 
did Moti 
% were 1 
reſentec 
this to tl 
Page 4. ( 
poſed A 
Party : 


1 
affects one Limb of your Ader 
book) which Anſwer conſiſts of Twenty Four 
wes, Twelve of which are ſpent in Obſtre- 
frous and Noiſom Rant, nothing to the pur- 
of ; which Sink might with a great deal of 
ecency be skipt over, and the ſtench which 
Emmaging in it would cauſe, be avoided ; but 
aſt Perſons ſhould think it unanſwerable, if 
t particularly reply'd to, I ſhall make ſome 
itinct Reflections upon the ſeveral Pages of it. 
The 3d Page, which is the beginning of your 
ook, expreſſes a great Concern, that the Cha- 
aer of the Re-baptizer and his Comrade ſhould 
E ade Publick, which makes it ſuſpicionable, 
eir Practice wou'd not bear the publick Cog- 
Zance. | ; 

In the ſame Page, the Gentlewoman is made 
aſſert, That the able$ Diſſenting e Miniſters, 
ad Motives of Self-Intereſt, much ſevere Threat- 
M were made uſe of to reclaim her. Which, as 
reſented, is entirely falſe, but if true, What 
p this to the Argument? 
ee 4. Contains paltry Reflections upon the 
ooſed Author of Donatus, Las if employed by 
Voi to calumniate the Re-baptizers and ſhe 
Proſes 


1 


65575 


As fbr 


| e wit falſe accounts that were tranſi ety th 
tell to him, ] endeavpuring hereby to expole 4 de. bapti 
Honafty eee 
the Mattet in Hand, (tho? he wete as defi ry publ 
as either of his Antagoniſts) and remoter fg WG of 8 
Truth, for he was never ſo much as dete 0 > 
do it. But this is a plain Indication or th Wining P 
. ; weakneſs of their Cauſe' when the harach | either y 
of a Perſon muſt be ſullied to invalidate the la ö 
vidence of IP uth. ka C27 a Pare 6. 

Page 5. Charges him with ſtealing the Any 4 Mr. 
ments, and ſuppreſſing the Anfwersz ahi walidity 
Falſe, ſince Optatus has br ought.” "P. Ark nd his A 
ments, and made conſider able imp Sy # very 
old ones; | beſides, his Buſineſs was cc fe, 
the Controverſy to a narrow comp als, — be doth 1 
Collect what he thought moſt conclufive oth Tho, it! 
Head, and which he Proſecutes in a diſſe feſſr, 
Method; fo that he could no more be Fong as, by 01 
2 Plagiary on that account, than Juff men of Wil be bars 
tleton, &c. The Reaſon why he omitted gr  _— 
the Anſwers, was, becauſe he really found Aprett 
ſuch; which will further appear when we cn oving tl 
to conſider what the Adverſaries offer in A  lntreag 
{wer to him, which S e take for grape . 1 

| | je heſt they could pick. lin, th 
| CR fame Page, it's Inſinuated, That q lain; as 
Baptiſm was Hypethetical, and conſequent — Deſign, 
earneſt Application. —— allow all the 15 4 dothers 
of the Church to be Hypotherical, as may 4 ' on, make 
by the firſt Queſtion propoſed at the Font! f ve v. 


is not the thing in Queſtion, for we all 125 | 
Baptizing thoſe who were not Baptized be | 
but the Queſtion is, What Authority has + 

_ ticular Prieſt to determine a DU 
ſter's, or even a Layman's ſprinkling a 1 

the Name of the Father, Son and wo * | 
not to be Baptiſm, when allow'd by the Ch 1 
to be fo ? EY 


larged w. 
wty, than 
This is { 
owledge 
inces of ] 
rd to ſom 


©). 


As for what they ſay of my Lord the Biſhop, 
gety them to . that he ever encourag'd the 
ebzprizing of Presbyterians, but rather the 
orrary; neither has the Church it ſelf, by 
Sy publickA&, determin'd what's to bedone in 
ale of Scruples, nor allows private Perſons to 
Jecide ſo important a Matter; which deter- 
Wining Power is lodg'd in the Convocati on; 
either yet can their Deciſion be Valid without 
n Act of Parliament. 

Page 6. Here the eAmazon is made to Vinds- 
ate Mr. Lt x, from perſwading her of the 
malidity of her former Baptiſm, and to clear him 
ud his Accomplicee from Boarding. School Viſits, 
nd very finely ſhe doth it. We'll grant Mr. 
—t———7 did not tamper with her, but 
he doth not pretend to quit Mr. MA — 1 —— , 
pho, it is taken for granted, was her Father 
, till ſhe brings a better Proof than ſhe 
by only telling us, ſbe believes Mr. O — n 
ul be hard put to it, to prove that eit her of "em 
ame to the Boarding-School on that Intent. 
Apretty come off truly, to pur Men upon 
oving the Intentions and Defigns of a couple 
{ Intreaguing Gallants. 
That they frequented the Boarding-School is 
Fain, that ſuch Conſequence followed, is as 
ain; but whether it was the product of Chance 
Deſign, the Perſons concern'd can beſt tell, 
dothers may without the Spirit of Divina- 
on, make a pretty near Gueſs. 

Page 7. The ſuppoſed Author of Donatus, is 
arged with being more ſtudious of gratifying 4 
wty, than of giving à true account of The Matter. 
| This is ſo far from being Truth, that · to my 
owledge Optatus ſuppreſs d many Ciręum- 
mnces of his nformation, out of a friendly re- 


0 to ſome Perſons and their Relatives. 
B EY 


r 


And . the Anſwerer finiſhes his Rematly Y em 


upon the Dedication and Introduction; telling don 
us withal, that he paſt by many Pitiful, Mal 
cious, Groundleſ, e Notorious Niang "IU 
and In iet ies of Style. re tha 
Theſs oo only Words i in Courſe, — a | "If opti 
Proof, which, doubtleſs if there had been wi n e 
Foundation for them, they would have adducel | Optats 
ſince, in the ſequel of the Diſcourſe, as inſign e, fal 
ficant and trivial things are taken notice of, q Ne 
any of theſe can be 0 erg to be. in the 
Page 8. Theſe two lergymen, by Wii ringing Sc 
under the Character of a Woman, excuſe then ſwering 
lelves from taking notice of Optatws's Qua _— : 
tions, which they condemn in the bulk, ncoh 
cauſe of his falſly tranſlating a Scrap. of Lat wdement 
in the Title Page, as they ſay. Wo any en 
A pretty ſort of Argument, if the mand 9 -Bapti 
Fact were true; ſuch a one has Miſconſtruec e; h 
piece of Latin, therefore tis very likely Tut Wout em, 
Miſtaken in all his Quotations : Becauſe à ments ir 
can't tranſlate one Language into another, the may fin 
fore he can't tranſcribe any Paſſage faithfully; ( 4 
rare Logicians, to draw an univerſal Conclul ee 9. 
from particular Premiſes |! in it 
But after alt, that ſcrap of Latin is ; right uon 
tranſlated enough, and that agreeable to Wl., an, 


Laws of Tranſlation, . which require no malt ling to th 
than that the general Purport and Senſe of thi ent befo; 
Author ſhould be render'd ; yet for the Bei joyn If 
of the young Levites who can ſee no further of fre 
to a {crap of Latin, than into a Syhogiſm, y Wow well 
tranſlate that difficult ee 7 erbatim. ee 10 
ly, f t it, maß l 3 

Enim or, revera tru eri pore 1 apt i / 
ut t at, 2277 * the Re-baptizer, mn 10 . 
 Hominis of the whole Man, /«, n 4 of c 


| Sceleratier more Wicked, auan than, # oo ore than 
rem 


| 
© remptor a Killer, ſolius Corporis, of the Body 


0 alone. 


% in my Apprehenſion, this comes to no 
ore than what Optatus made of it, viz. That 
Re- baptixer is worſe than a Murderer. 
| Thus you ſee the ſame Perſons who charg'd 
j. Optatus with Blunders and Improprieties of 
tile, fall really into thoſe Abſurdities them- 
elves with which they falſly tax him. 
| In the ſame Page, Optatus is blam'd for not 
ing Scripture to prove Lay- Baptiſm, and for not 
ſwering the Arguments againſt it. As to the 
Emer part of the Charge, Scripture was fo- 
eign to his Purpoſe, ſince he only defended the 
Widoment and Practice of the Church; nor will 
WJ < any more. And as to the Arguments againſt 
"O:y-Baptiſm; it's propable he ſaw none of any 
ſalue ; however ſince you make ſuch a ſtir a- 
ot em, I ſhall take exact Notice of your Ar- 
uments in the ſequel of the Anſwer, and I wiſh 
may find any Thing in em worth my Obſer- 
ation. | 
Page 9. This Page has nothing elſe Remark- 
de in it, but a ſnarling and ill-natur'd Re- 
ton on Mr. O — 7, for keeping Pupils contra- 
% Law, (which as it is entirely Falſe, and no- 
Ning to the Purpoſe, is of a Piece with what 
ent before) and a willingneſs in the Anſwerer 
 joyn Iſſue with him in the Tryal of his 
roofs from Antiquity. — But let us fee 
er well he acquits himſelf of his Promiſe. 
Page 10. Optatus is Attackt as not keeping 
boſe to his Subject, in that he pretends to prove 
9 Baptiſm, and then jumbles another Propoſition 
=” t, quite foreign to the Point in debate; and 
ef confining himſelf to the former, proves 
Wore than Heretical Baptiſm | 


How 


is, will appear if you obſerve, 


ſelf, they treat him as ſuch, i. e. to ſpeak} 


How unjuſt and unreaſonable this ImputatinAW-+ica! B. 
5 is imp 
econd I. 
er expla 
onfeſs t. 
eau, 
e had be 
fly cha 
What 1 
ho ſcru 
y Perſo 
ant a P 
niſtepreſ 
hat 
hon Senſ 
or ſuch ] 
ho to t 
nition, 
wblick M 
chiſm. 
Thus we 
ing Fad 
tude in! 
eg are 116 
be Churc 
ch Princ 
rich pu; 


1. That they miſrepreſent the. firſt Ani 
Optatus deſign d to prove. For he tells us, 

That to Re-baptize any Perſon that wi ond 

Babtized, EV E N by Laymen, m ti 

Name of che Sacred Tinity, is contrary g 

the Practice of the Catholick Church, J. 


but they, by fooliſuly or knauiſhly leaving bu h 
Word EVEN, quite alter the Senſe of th 
Propoſition, and fo having by this Blunder, q 
Juggle, made Optatus inconſiſtent with. hun 


their own Dialect, they as ir were dreſs him uf 
the Skin of ſome wild Beaſt, and then fall a Wi 

In order to prove their Aſertion, they n 
tend to quote the Contents of his firſt.Chaptenl 
but leave out the moſt material Part of if 
which if mention d, wou'd have effectualhy pit 
vented that wonderful Diſ cover. 

2. If we conſider the Connexion of the kit 
Propoſition in Donatus Redivivus, with the Can 
tents of the firſt Chapter, we ſhall find th 


notwithſtanding the Adverſaries miſrepreſent bard, 
tions, he has kept cloſe to the Point in debate 1 | 

| „„ | : ok madle-rat 
IThcy ſay, he promiſed to confine himſelf f one W. 
Iay-Baptiſm, and that in his Contents r to Rep 
proves only the Validity of Heretical Baptin uld by n 

| . „ one ſuch 
IVhereas both in the Contents and Body of t e 1 1. 
Chapter, he' proves expreſly, That both wenſ#ters of 


allow'd in the Primitive Church, and this agry'® done t. 
ably to his firſt Propoſition, wherein, tho bY eldes, Dr 
* ü  retic! 


4 . 
7 4, 
"i. ( 9 4 


tical Baptiſm be not explicitly mention d, yet 
ij implied in the Term EVEN, (which the 
ond Line in the Contents of his firſt Chap- 
er explains) which any ordinary Scholar will 
onfets to imply more than is expreſt; and had. 
*. confin'd himſelf. only to Lay-Baptiſm, 
e had been guilty of as great a Soleciſm as they. 
What ſafety in dealing with ſuch Trickfters ? 
ho ſcruple not to blacken the Reputation of 
y Perſon they engage with, and rather than 
ant a Pretence, impoſe upon the World by 
niſrepreſenting the plain Meaning of an Author. 
What can be a greater Affront to the Com- 
non Senſe of Mankind? Can any have a Value 
br ſuch pretenders to Learning and Theology, 
ho to the diſcredit of their Education and 
nition, make no bones of lying in the moſt 
ublick Manner, in defence of their ridiculous 
. chiſm. ; | E „ 
nus we ſee what Advances ſome of the High- 
rng Faction have made towards a Popiſh La- 
tude in Religion, where the greateſt Enormi- 
are indulg'd, ſo they tend to the Benefit of 
be Church; and if theſe Gentlemen Act upon 
ch Principles, I deſpair of their Converſion : 
mich puts me in mind of a Story of Peter 
mbard, Maſter of the Sentences, Gratian the 
tector of the Decrees, and Peter Comeſtor a 
iddle-rate Schoolman, that were the Baſtards 
f one Whore ; who when her Confeſſor called 
er to Repentance, briskly anſwered, That ſhe 
uld by no means Repent of that which had. 
one ſuch Service to the Holy Church. | 
Page 11. It's true Optatus did not quote the 
thers of the Three firſt Centuries, becauſe it 
done to every Body's Hands by Mr. Bingham. 
lides, Dr. Cave, and others, have told us long 
| ago, 


wel 


pre 
EN 


tic 
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PP A 
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do mu 
| Chapt 
je Anſwe 
ith, (1as 
ficient]! 
fomile tc 


the Paſſage is only related as it was found j 
the Hiſtorian : And Dr. Cave doth the ſame 


his Primitive Chriſtianity, without telling us Wl of © 
woas ſpurious. _ 2, £1,000 ialarly, 
This Page alſo charges Optatus with a voto Argun 
_ ous Falſhood, for calling Mr. J..: ch v 
Deacon, who it ſeems had commenc'd PHH in impr 
ſome few Moons before the late Re-Baptizatii te the 
A poſſible Chance! If it was a Miſtake, Hing 
was a venial one, and not capable of ſuch mon will app 
ſtrous Conſequences as they forcibly and fin .- 
ciouſly draw from it; nevertheleſs, ſince hi 
Prieſthood did not deftroy his Deaconſhip, it n 
not improper to ſtile him Deacon, becauſeli apy 
Baptized as a Deacon, and not ſtrictly as a Pri £14141 
the diſtinguiſhing Characteriſtick of à FH , 
being Paſtoral Care, and Adminiſtration of H Cn. 5 
Euchariſt. W EE AGE 
Thus I have-amuſed my ſelf in purſuit of m aher ian 
rambling Amazon, from whom 1 expected g there 
formidable Reſiſtance, but find by her new orth-Brit 
of fighting, that all her Laſhes are very e 7e 
and I don't queſtion, but, before 1 have doll har egt 
with her, ſhe'Il dwindle into pure Paſſive Oben 211d kno 
Arzu rely Pre 


ence and Non- reſiſtance, and leave the Arg 
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much unanffwvered as when ſhe found 


| Chapter, the Argumentative part of which, 
e Anſwerers have not thought fit to meddle 
Eciently obviated) notwithſtanding their 
omiſe to join Iſue with lum, p. Hg... 
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AVING. thus removed the Rubbiſh out 
of the way, come to conſider more pat- 
larly, what the doughty Anſwerers ſay to 
e Arguments drawn from the Senſe of the 
burchy which after all their Efforts, ſtill re- 
Win impregnable z notwithſtanding all the A. 
ce they have plentifully berrow'd from their 


lying Auxiliaries, Dr. Bret, and Lawrence, 
will appear upon a Scrutiny. © Ts 


* 


ARGUMENT I. 


ele Optatus affirm'd, That the Church 
England owns the Presbyterian Church of 
ſrland, by ordering her Clergy to pray for 
75 Can. 55. — To this they only ſay, 
Mt they queſtion whether our Church means the 
ubyterian Church of Scotland, and then ask whe- 
there were no Epiſcopal Congregations then in 
rth-Britain ! and why mayn't we underſtand 
je only to be the Church of Scotland ? 

What egregious Trifling is this ! when all the 
old knows that the Scots-Church was then 
rely Presbyterian, and ſo underſtood by this 
| OD Canon, 
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pray for a National Church, and then mean I 
more by it than a few Separatiſts ? Beſides, th 


fam inſinuate their Exemption from the Candii 


Articles; whereas indeed there's not one Cam 
that concerns the Clergy, but what they 


in theſe three Articles, which are a Suri 


(ro). 


Canon; and if there were any ſeparate 0h 
gregations, they were rather Popiſh than g 
therwiſe. What an intolerable Impeachmay 
alſo is this of the Sincerity of our Church, 
making her guilty of ſuch a wretched Piecedlf 
mental Reſervation, as to Order her Clergy 


The 
Unepiſc 
Anſwer, 
my, vs 7 
n is not 
umber of 


ecality 


Biſhops that were made in Scotland, were off S 
titular, Presbyterially Baptiz'd and Oraaal 
and were ſubject to the Direction and .Cenſuret 


the Presbytery. As Spot ſ oog Arch-biſhop 7 — a 
St. Andrews informs us, Hiſt. p. 452, and 456. hor fe 

The Anſwerers conclude this Head, by tellin * k 
us; the Clergy don't ſubſcribe any Canons. da 7 1 
the Three Articles of the XXXVIth Canon. ee 


Fit Perſons theſe, to account for the Pratke 
of the Church of England, who can 1mpoſe ſul 
a palpable Juggle upon the World. "They woll 


In 1712, 
ſtory F 
ut know 
hich co 
odor) hs 


terbury, 


be diſpr 
Reaſon 


by, mforming us, they only ſubſcribe thoſe thre 


oblig'd to obſerve, and are puniſhable for thi 
neglect of; therefore it is ſuppoſed they impl 
citly ſubſcribe all the Canons that relate to then 
mong e 
cation, t. 
tion, yet 


of them, elſe they would not be puniſhable 
their Breach of em; for where there B Sl 
Law, there 1s no Tranſereff ION. 


It they did not Subſcribe,” they ſwore to (; 05 ö 8 7 
in the Canonical Oath, wherein they are ohe Lega 
ged to Obedience according to the Canon undture 
eſpecially to this LVth. Canon, which dial hurch ; 
'em in what Manner to pray for the Gor the Wo. 
ment, and the Churches under it belled at 

Doctrine 


knit 


1 * * ” = 
* 5 ** * 0 — 
* © ty 9 o , 3 & 4% a 
6 « , ; 
off Es. Lot 5 Cr” — by b 2 &S 
1 o . * - 
Hy GUMENT 11. 
b | . * * 1 F 4 
Ys » 
8 wh, * 2 : F 2 


== The Biſhops! in Convocation 1712. declared 
Unepiſcopal Baptiſm valid. To this they 
Answer, The majority of the Biſhops of one Province 
wy, is not the Opinion of the Church; That Rebel- 
is not the Doctrine of; the Church , tho the greater 
| Winbcr of the Biſhops allow'd of, and com ended for the 
gality of Reſiſtance at that dangerous Juntt ure, 
e. at the Revolution try 
One part of this Anſwer is -falſe, and the o- 
her Aſperſes that Revolution, which is the 
"WW oundation of our preſent happy Government. 
WT i. As to the firſt, The Biſhops of both Pro- 
inces werexunanimous againſt Re-baptization 
11712, as Mr. Bingham ſhews in his Scholaſtick 
% Part II. which theſe Sparks could not 
it know. But ſuppoſe the Province of Tork, 
"Which conſiſts only of four Biſhops ( excludator 
odor) had diſſented from the Province of Can- 
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Wy, which conſiſts of Twenty Two Biſhops, | 
e diſproportion is ſo great, that I have more | i 
eon to ſay the Canterburian Reſolution was i! 
e ore the Judgment of the Church than the h 


Wiki : But after all, there were no Diſſenters | ll 
among 'em, and the Lower Houſe of Convo- 7 1 
ation, tho? they did not ſubſcribe that Declara- | j 
tion, yet did not think fit to cenſure it. 
2. To illuſtrate this, the Anſwer tells us, 
tho' the majority of the Biſhops contended far 
e Legality of Reſiſtance at that dangerous 
uncture, yet Rebellion is not the Doctrine of the 
Church; that is, without ſtraining the Senſe of 
the Words, Tho the major part of the Biſhops re- | 
led at the Revolution, yet Rebellion is not the | 
if rine of the Church. | | 
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ſtaken, and nothing but the Obſcurity and li 
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Contempt of the Fifth Commandment, and 


that Eſteem which is due to all good Men. 


ſays of the Prayers of the Church, viz. Thin 
are at Liberty to take em in any Senſe, which th 
Mords themſelves will fairly admit of; for ti 
Senſe Optatus has already affix'd to em, tiff 


(2) + , = 
If this be not a Seditious Reflection I am mi 


nificancy of theſe Scribblers can protect ll 
from the Reſentment of the Law, for th The g 
factiouſly Suggeſting the late-Glorious\Revoluhcainft R 
to be Rebellion. s. (acroft, 
Under this Head, our Anſwerers make uſe M erſity 0 
their eAmazon's Tongue, to traduce her Um The Ani 
under the Scoffing Epithets of Grave and ' 7:11 
fallible Elder, which is but too broad an I 4-th b 
mation of the Principles of her Seducers, vis npleme 
embers 
erial Par 


rious Religion, if not cloathd with High 
1, He 


Church Gay Fercularities; for tho" this Gentl 
man be a Perſon of known Integrity and Se 
ouſneſs, far Superior to any of the/Re-baptizing 
Sect his unhappy Niece is engaged with 
yet, it ſeems,” his great Worth makes Him m | 
the object of their Envy and Hatred, than roving t 
un this 
aſandria 
= hurch, 

im even 
be laſt o 
Miniſt 
ment. 

2. He: 
taxing 
d Fickl 
lated Feb. 
yterian C 
Ind this 


N (Complem 


ARGUMENT III. 


Optatus affirm'd, That the Church of FEngla 
owns the Presbyterian Baptiſm of the Forte 
Reformed Chuches. — The Anſwerer fays 
deny not the thing: Well then ſince we are agi 
upon that Head, Plkdiſmiſs it in Peace, tho 
can't well apprehend what he means, when 


will fairly admit of; now if they admit of erality « 
other Meaning, they may admit of a great mind, as 
ny more, which is making a meer Noſe als as in 
Wax of 'em; and a throwing the Church Doogſ'uie of t 


wider open than the Conſtitution will — eaſe med 
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aint Re-baptization, as Archbiſhiop Whirgift, 
Bancroft, Bilſon, Grindal, Jewel, and the Uni- 
Serfity of Oxford too, in a Letter to Geneva. 
ſhe Anſwerer allows all this, but can't yield to 
he Tudgment of particular Perſons, adding, that 


nber, at preſent,” deny the Validity of Presby- 


o be againſt Re-baptization, and ſo grants what 
as deſigned in the Argument, viz. That pro- 
ing the greateſt Men in the Church were of 
nat Opinion, was one good ſtep towards the 
n (roving the Church it ſelf was ſo. But more 


n this, even Biſhop Couſin, Thornazke, the 
eſandrian, and that great Oracle of the High- 


hurch, Archbiſhop Land, allow'd of Bap- 
Wim even by Women in caſes of Neceſſity; and 
le laſt of theſe tells us, it is not the Authority 
Miniſters that giveth Being or Force to the Sa- 
ment. Ro 
2. He makes Oxford a very coarſe Complement, 
taxing that Learned Body with Inſincerity 
und Fickleneſs. That Univerſity, in a Letter 
lated Feb. 5. 1706. did acknowledge the Pres- 
yterian Church of Geneva to be a true Church; 
ta ed this Acknowledgment the Anſwerer calls 
i Complemental Expreſſion, and tells us, the ge- 
ealicy of her Members now are of another 
mi und, as if they were as fickle in their Doctri- 
als as in their Politicks, and the latter were the 


dale of the former; but if it be fo, we ſhall. 


tale meddling any further with thoſe who are 
OS | 


The greateſt Divines of the Church have been 


ie doth not know what the Univerſity meant by thoſe 
is mplemental Expreſſions, but the generality of her 


Toric Baptiſm. p. 14, 15. 8 
0 1. He allows theſe great Men of the Church 


ſo 
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ls of Baptiſm ;; neither doth it allow the res, 
etition of ſuch a Baptiſm, let the Adminiſtra- 
or be who he will; evidently excluding the 
ſerſon adminiſtring from being an Eſſential 
art of that Ordinance; therefore the laſt Ru- 
rick about Infant Baptiſm, ſpecifies only ont 
iſe, wherein that Sacrament is to be renew d, 
nd that is, when the Perſon ſuppos d to be Bap- 
ized, was not Baptized with Vater in the Name 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ; but no where 
Wountenances a Re-iteration of Baptiſm, tho 

dminiſter'd by Lay-men, if done with Water, 
n the Name of the Father, Son and Spirit. 
Ind | think no Man can prove any Minifter to 
e abſolutely and always neceſſary to the being 
pf a Sacrament.” = 

3-1 cannot but Smile to ſee theſe Jure Divino 
ſho — —— logs, like ſo many Proteus's, turn, 
vi, and change themſelves into different 
mWpes according to the different Complexion 
f the times; t'other Day, they were Tooth 
nd Nail for the Churches Independency on 
State, and for ſhaking off the wholſome 
ole, the Glorious Reformation clapt upon 
m; but now Parliamentary Right takes place; 
y are fond, for ſooth, of quoting an Act of 


alk by, i. e. if it be for the Advancement of 
er Intereft, otherwiſe they value it no more 
n the Tale of a Tun 

Now, ſince an Act of Parliament is become 
it were an Article of your Creed, I hope 
ou entertain more favourable Thoughts of 
esbyterian Baptiſm, ſince it is allow'd and 
onfirmd by ſeveral Acts of Parliament, and 


ng the Validity of its Acts and Determi- 
. | . natione, 


de Name of the Sacred Trinity, are the Efſen- 5 


arliament, as a proper rule for the Clergy to, 


ot contend with Lawful Authority by Scribling 


3 Fe: — 


nations, a practice ſo contrary to yeut"awol 


Government ſhall be the only ecm of 
Church. vid. Union Act. 


we al Judgment, the Clergy ſeem reſtrained 


read the Form of Burial over any Corps that! 
brought to the Church or Chureh- yard, exolt 
. municated Perſons excepted, and-are Punilhal 


FT 


Cas). „ „ 


Principle of unlimited Obedience. 

Thus then, 1 ft, Presbyterian Baptiſm Ale 
ſtred under the Otiverian Vſurpation was col 
firm'd by King Charles II. as I' am infor 
but don't t poſitively aſſert, becauſe 1 3 uf 
the Statute Book by me. 
2. The Scots Presbyterian Baptiſm is rech 
nized and confirm'd by the Act of Union wi ih 
Scotland, which declares their Religion to be 
true Proteſtant Religion, and that the Presa 


The B. 
erially B 
hriffians 
To w 
es the 
Wd it knon 
ublick for 
pſt at the 
Is cert 
„ eſpeci 
at any | 
ſe your 
Vorld of 
me Pres 
1 1 = infer101 

BZ 
The Validity: of presbyterian Baptiſn Wodfathers 
recognized by the Church in giving them Mhildren 
ſtian Burial. To this he- anſwers, That Mis will a 
lation, v 
enant, 
e that t 
e Creed 
confirm” 
Now fc 


3. The Reform'd Baptiſm in Germany 4 
form'd by unprelatical Divines, 18 s acknowlew 
in the Act of Settlement. e 
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doing it, and are in no danger for refuſins. Th 


another Falſhood; for the Clergy are obligat 


for Refuſal or Neglect, with three Months ical O: 
pention, as the LXVIII. Canon. expreſiy declun the Biſ 
in theſe Words, No Ainiſter ſhall refuſe e of 
to Chriſten any Child, or to Bury am M ict ion t 
that's brought to the Church or Church yard (mi little of 
nient warning being given) and if he, ſhall fee of 7 
to Chriſten the one, or Bury the other (except Aud ver 
fore) he ſhall be ſuſpended by the ſpace of tran in the 

e Months. He is a deſperate Man who dare val But the 
ture upon the Mouth of a Cannon, that's lone fer: 


with the Anathema's of the Church. 


/ 
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ARGUMENT VII 

The Biſhops confirm thoſe who are Presby- 
rrially Baptized, which ſuppoſes them to be 
kriſhans- 5 0) 17 TOA ee 

To which the Anſwerer ſays, This only 


Ll it knowingly, it being a flat Contradiction to the 
ulick form of Confirmation, and that the Fault lies 
uſt at the Door of the inferior Clergy, p. 16. 


V eſpecially at the Reſtoration, nor do I find 
at any have ſcrupled it ſince; and I believe 
ſe young Dictators can, if they pleaſe, tell the 
Vorld of a Biſhop, who in their time confirm'd 
me Presbyterian Children, tho' advertis'd by 
© inferior Clergyman what they were. 

Beſides, tho* the Confirmation-Form mentions 
Wolfathers, yet it was not intended to exclude 
hildren who had Sponſors of another kind; 
bis will appear, both from the end of Confir- 
ation, which is the renewing their Baptiſmal 


that the Children can ſay the Lord's Prayer, 
e Creed, and Ten Commandments. All this 
confirm'd by their Lordſhip's practice. 

Now for theſe Underlings, who by their Ca- 
ical Oath, are attach'd to. a due Obedience 
the Biſhops, to tax em not only with Fre- 
larity of Practice, but with acting in flat Con- 
ſaliction to the Confirmation-Form, is, (to borrow 
little of their own darling Stile) ſuch a de- 
ee of Brazen Aſſurance and Impudence, as 
ou d very ill become the moſt inveterate Secta- 
an in the Kingdom. ET. | 

But they think to transfer the charge upon 


their 


4 wes the irregularity of the Biſhops practice, if they 


I's certain the Biſhops have done it knowing- 


ovenant, and the Qualifications required for it, 


e Inferior Clergy, as moſt Faulty; a Sarcaſm 
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their Fellow-Inferiors will con em little Thani 


* a "ou a 
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for. 
ARGUMENT” VIII. 
Presbyterians that turn to the Church 


__ own'd as Chriſtians, and received into C uch on 


nion, without any Objection made againſt thy 
The Anſwerer grants the Argument, h 


queſtions, Whether by the Rules of the Church The 
ought to be ſo, and ſays, ſome are against it. Not 
The general practice of the Church, is Wl #2 
beſt Comment upon its Rules, and to retot For 
own Argument upon him, I cannot yield oil Fut 
Judgment of particular Perſons, eſpecially wii The 
the feweſt and the meaneſt, to have any pl Nor 
tence to counterbyaſs the common Conſent. (Sac 
The judicious Clergy who admit Diflente i I 
Communion, act upon the true Principle | 1 
Chriſtianity, and have no Reaſon to reg Hel 
their extenſive Charity, that inſeparable d They 
racteriſtick of a real Chriſtian ; eſpecially 
they act in concurrence with the Church 
Chriſt in all Ages, and only in oppoſition td Excuſe tl 
Jate upſtart Faction, which ows it riſe to a Popihſh"t!e cha 
Contrivance to diſunite us, and the capria{e'* Deu 
a few giddy Prieſts, who under pretext of hiſmat 
Church's ſafety (which was never in dus 
but from ſuch as they) carry on Deſigns ll 
verſive of all free Societies, proſtituting ti 
Sacred Function, to be the Firebrands . Cera 
Party; which ſort of Tools the Popiſh Cue Chur, 
has found more ſubſervient to their Wi esbyter 
Deſigns, than all their other Plots they hurch l 
form'd againſt us; witneſs the unhappy An 
War, and the late ferment of the Kingdom, b 
yer allay d 7 both occaſioned by the inte Ape long Pre. 


[ 


8872! and Fury of a few Infignificant Eccleſiaſti- 
Kal Tools of a Par a 551 


15 4 Lampooning the Sacred Order, as he doth, but 
Nita ſuch only as are a Scandal to it. | | 


is time, may very well be apply'd to theſe 


— The Factious Vermin that moleſt 4 State, 

The ſource of all Diſorder and Debate, 
The bane of Princes, a tumultuous Crew, 

Not ſatisfied with what is Old or New. 

For James they underwent a wondrous Toyl, 
For him their Breaſts with furious Zeal did boil : 
But when he to the Feſuits tack d about, 

They, as the Devil, with Prayer caſt him out; 


(Sach Prieſts have ſtill a Privilege to be Mad.) 
Tho' eaſy, gentle, and averſe to Blood, | 
His only Crime, he's to his Foes too good: 
Well may he have ſuch Prieſts to be his Foes, 
They even —— wou depoſe. 
+ Tribe of Levi, p. ult. 


Excuſe this Digreſſion, for I could not but be a 

Wittle chagrin, to ſee what mean ſhifts theſe lit- 
e Deuterobaptiſts make to ſupport their 
Cchiſmatical and Unchriſtian-Cauſe. -/ 


ARGUMENT,IX., - 


Several have, and now actually do officiate in 
e Church, who were Baptized” only by a 
Fresbyterian Miniſter, which ſuppoſes the 
hurch looks upon their Baptiſm as tufficient. 
The Anſwerer allows this to be true for ought he 
ms, but it's no Demonſtration that the Church 
lan Presbyterian Baptiſm. Whether he knows 
D it 


What Dryden faid of ſuch ſort of Men in 


fours, with little variation, for I am far from 


Nor are they with their new made Monarch glad, 


1 
* 
U 
t 
2 
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1 
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4 
Pot, 
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: 


it or no, is not Material; the thing proves 1 


others who lately Conform'd and Preachd i 


(20) 
X 

more for 
than to 
itution: 


ſelf; did you never hear of Grace, Hurt, G. 
ton, Griffiths, Palmer, Richardſon," and many 


the Church by virtue of their Presbyterian Buy. f bis In. 
tiſm ? And can we ſuppoſe theſe new Convem es, a8 
were made Fathers of the Church before d ., Fo 
were Sons? Yet the Anſwerer ſays, This is y pt Bapti 
Demonſtration that the Church owns 'Presbyteriay he Gofp 
Baptiſm : With Submiſſion I think it is, for ei red Fu 
ther the Church allows em to be Chriſtians MF” Perf 
not; if ſhe doth, ſhe owns their Baptiſm ; et 9! * 
not, the admits of Perſons to be Miniſter, e f 
which are not not nominal Chriſtians; an Aer. eachin; 
tion you dare not defend. Take which part of Frebyt 
the Dilemma you pleaſe. | 8 pramatic 
This is the firſt time I ever heard Fatt dent" alſo 

to be Demonſtration, and ſuch a Blunder comig en mak 
from Man ter Library and its Neighbour: = thi 
hood, is more unpardonable than the Sachever!-Wil © No 
lian Axiom of Parallel Lines, meeting in the” ©. 
ſame Centre. | 7 8 Re at 
1 find Univerſities can't always make Scho. (eve! 
lars, tho' they can make Graduates; Money Mk, 46 
often procures a Degree, when poor Merit gots BOY 
without it. ; 5 1 oe 1 
As to the Difſenting Teacher's forging a Ce. e *, 
tilicate, the diſcovery is perfectly new to me; 10 we ſ 
if there be any ſach (which I have no reaſon w. C. 
believe upon their Word) I remit him to the 29% 
whoſeſom Severities of the High-church. Eh , 
ARGUMENT X. 3 

The Deacons in the Church being no Prieſts, at i d 
but half Minifters, and yet the Baptiſm is valid, 4 f 9 
To this they Anſwer, That they are comples 27 n 
Miniſters of Baptiſm, and it would have bees on oa 


more 


e {or Optatus his Credit to have diſproved, 
han to have Burleſqu'd this Order of Apoſtlicſt In- 
ſtution; his doing the latter, is a ſhrewd Suſpicion 
pf bis Inability to do the former. More Incqngrui- 
ies, as will appear by the two following Heads. 
I. For a Man to be a compleat Miniſter 
pf Baptiſm, and not be a compleat Miniſter of 
he Goſpel, 15 to me unintelligible. Is the Sa- 
red Function divided?  Shew me where-ever 
ny Perſon in the Goſpel was ordained to one 
art of the Miniſtry, and not the whole; Pro- 
luce if you can any Commiſſion given to a 
Preaching Deacon, as an Officer diſtinct from 
presbyter in the NemTeſtament; How comes the 
Ordination of Deacons to ſerve Tables, to make 
em alſo Preachers? If the Ordination of a Dea- 
on makes him a Miniſter of the Word; how 
tomes the Church to ordain him again? ; 
2. Now that this Preaching, Baptizing Dea- 

on, as it's an Order diſtinèt from Presbyters, 
not of Apoſtolical Inſtitution, I thus prove. 
be (even Deacons mentioned in the New Teſta- 
nt, upon whom you found your Order, were 
rerſeers of the Poor, and not Goſpel Miniſters. 
o the Text proves againſt all the World; 
Wits VI. 2, 3, 4. 'Tis not reaſon (lays the Apo- 
tle) we ſhould leave the Word of God and ſerde 
ables, (i. e. the Poor) Wherefore look out among 
u Seven Men whom we may appoint over this Bu- 
fee, (i. e. Overſeeing the Poor) But well give 
elve to the Miniſtry of the Word : So that from 
nce tis evident the Miniſtry of the Word, and 
117 Tables which. was the Deacons Work, 
e two diſtinct Offices. . 1222 71 


lid, Deſe Deacons, you ſee, were choſen by the 
pleat eople, not to Baptize and Preach, but to ſerve 
been les; there's not one Word of their Ordina- 


on to the Goſpel Miniſtry there. 
ET TS --: This 


(22) 


This alſo is the Senſe of "Antiquity abay 


Deacons. The Sixth general Council of 0 
ſtantinople, held A. D. 692, in which were 16 
Biſhops, acknowledges the Scripture Deacons i 
be no more than Overſeers of the Poor, and this m 
the Senſe of the Fathers of former Ages. Cara 
Can. 16. ? D oe 
Origen tells us, they were to diſpenſe thy 
Churches Money among the Poor; Adam 
etlevTis Ta Tis ExXAudies xe, in Mat. Tom. 16 
Dr. Cave gives us this Account of Deacon 
viz. © That the Duty of their Place was, t 
take charge of thoſe daily Proviſions tha 
ce were made for poor indigent Chriſtians, 1 
& to diſtribute the Monies given for their Reli 
* and deliver the Sacramental Elements to th 
** People; and when fome of theſe Deacons he 
gan to take too much upon 'em, to diſtribu 


© the Sacrament before the Biſhop or Presbyterlf 


* and to take place among the Presbyters, th 
*© Council of Nice took notice of it, as a pitt 
* ef bold and ſawcy Uſurpation, and ſevere 
* commanded 'em to keep their place, ani 
, not ſit down before the Presbyters, un 
tc leſs it be by their leave and command, as 1 
** is expreſſed by the Laodicean Synod. Dr 
Chriſt. in Verb. | | . 

According to the firſt Council of Arles, ti 
Deacons are to do nothing of themſelves, bu 
to reſerve the Honour to the Presbyters. Jiu 
Page 155, 156. Edit. V. . 

The Queſtion is not, Whether any of the 
Deacons Preach'd or Baptized afterwards | 
whether they did ſo by Virtue of. this Ordine 
tion to Overſee the Poor? which we deny, all 
defy all e/ ter Library to prove. 


' Thus you fee, the Reaſon why the Author g 


Donatus did not diſprove Deacons as Preache 
| : ANN 
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d Baptizers diſtinct from Evangeliſt s, Preſ- 


1 
of ters, or gifted Lay-Preachers, (who were 
re I pmmon in thoſe Times) was not his — 

b do it, but becauſe he thought they who had 


CONS th 
his n 
Ar 7 


ſe the 


wy 
m. 16] 


ch a Magazine of Learning near em, ſtood in 
need of the Proof of a Thing ſo obvious in 


eripture and Antiquity. | 
ARGUMENT XL 


| The Church of England admits of the Romiſh 
baptiſm. He owns the Truth of this, becauſe 
 thW4ninifred by Biſhops 5 but his profound Reſpect 
xr that Antichriſtian Hierarchy, wou'd not 
ermit him to conſider the Improvement of that 
\rgument in Donatus. | 

ns be Now fince the Church of Rome is confeſſedly 


rous, Quære, whether there be not ſome Rea- 
Won to queſtion the validity of her Baptiſm, and 
e Ordinations received from her ? Becaufe He- 
ely and Idolatry ſeem to put Perſons out of the 
le of the Church, and there is more Reaſon 
t ſhould be ſo, than that which the High- 
2s WF hurch calls Schiſm. I mean, whether this be 
ot ſo according to this Novel Hypotheſis ? 
The Reverend Dr. Kennet, Dean of Peterbo- 
mh, ſpeaking upon this Subject, puts the 
ueſtion, © What is the Conſequence of this 
Doctrine ſo induſtriouſly ſpread at this Time? 


ed to be, that in our Communion it's hard 


u to know who was rightly made a Chriſtian; 
u and that out of our Communion Proteſtants 
ure no Chriſtians. That the Baptiſm of Pa- 


' piſts is good and valid; but that of the Re- 
formed and of the Evangelical, (ſuppoſe in 
Hance and Germany) is Void and of no Effect: 


eretical, and her Biſhops and Prieſts Idola- : 


The Conſequence is, and 1 doubt, was intend- 


«Eu 


| - 
fp 


[ 


of us Hereticks without the Re-baprinll 


C 24) 
et That we are nearer to Popery then we u 
ce to the reſt. of the Reformation: 
< ſeems at this juncture to be calculated fort 
< Services of Popery, and for leflening the Prg 
<« teſtant Intereſt in Europe: lt — 
<« of the moſt Biggotted papiſts, who y 
ce confine Salvation to their own Party. A 
c“ in this particular Caſe of Baptiſm, tho the 
can allow their Midwives to perform it, j 
** they have ſometimes contended to admit im 


ts; and 
u to the 
ly to J 
ughter 1 1 
In ſhort, 
Lay-me 
the Chu 
| not tr 
riſten'd 
the laſt 1 
lar Satisf 
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d, Litch 


* of us. — The Papiſts in their bitter 2e 
** condemned our Baptiſm as invalid. Sind 
te Sermon 1714, p. 26, 27. See alſo the Mary 
nal Note. Add to this what is faid in the f. / 
tical State for the Month of May, 1712. Thy 
this Doctrine muſt at this Time apparently tend i 
make ſome of the Proteſtant Line in Succeſſion to 
meer Heathens, and the Popiſh Pretender to be. 
better Chriſtian ,, For no leſs is the Conſequence 


5 
whatever the Intention of ſuch Doctrine ma 7 | 
\ 408 * _ JUCIICES « 
ARGUMENT XIL ow 

the Pur; 


By 2: Church of England doch not Re-baptm 
thoſe that were Baptized by Conforming Lays 
men. 

The Anſwerer knows this to be true, and 
therefore very prudently paſſes it by; only Cr 
vils a little with the Inſtance of Mr. D—1t, 
who officiated as a Sham-Prieſt in the Churcl 


hen 
had hay: 
ntly by 
jon; to 
part abe 


Fre unco⸗ 
tor Ten Years ; but, as he ſays, ſprinkled onlff Truly 
Two or Three! in that Time, 1 were alter 3 ; 


wards Baptized by his Brother, p. 1 
This is abſolutely Falſe; for he dagen mas 
ny more, ſome of which "have not been: Bay} 


tized _ as I am affured fince by their f. 
Tem 


* 


1to the good Pariſi of Ratcliſf, and particu- 


_ 
r th 
> Pro 


Vour 


wughter is one of them. 
Lay-men, who by forged Orders officiated 


{ not think fit to Baptize them who were 
\riften'd by em. Such Inſtances are notorious 


ir Satisfaction, may apply themſelves to the 


d, Litchfield and Coventry. 


r 
* 


Nder this third diſtinction of his Book, 
L Optatus repreſented the pernicious Con- 
uences of Re-baptization in ſix Things, 
ich the Anſwerer takes little Notice of, ſave 
the following Heads, and how little they are 
the Purpoſe we ſhall ſoon ſee. 


hen he finds the Reformed Churches a- 
ad have no Epiſcopal Baptiſm, and conſe- 


on; to ſoften the Matter, he tells us, They 
J partake of the Privileges of the new Covenant, 
fie uncovenanted Goodneſs of God; and that be- 
W their Ignorance is involuntary, and their Cir- 
ces unavoidable. p. 20. 
hit what a heap of nonſencical Jargon is 
por, 1. That Covenant-Mercies ſhou'd flow 
; Po" #covenanted-Goodneſs, is to me an unintel- 
. ligible 


x; and for your further Information, I refer 
ly tO Mr. John Mancheſter there, whos 
In ſhort, I am furniſht with ſeveral Inſtances 


the Church; and when detected, the Biſhops | 


the laſt Degree; whoever deſires more part1- 


hops, eſpecially to thoſe of Worceſter, Ox- 


ntly by his Doctrine, are in a damnable Con- 


[ (26) 
orld 


Iigible Piece of Divinity, ſince the uncoven 
— Goodneſs of God, can be no more t roteſt 
folute Mercy, by which no Man was ever fu effty 
It's true, this is the Shibboleth of the Party, w Her. 
theſe young Divines have ſtumbled upon, vi void 
out knowing the meaning of it; thus ye ances 
the boaſted Charity of Modern High- overn 

_ dwind['d to this, That none but themſelves h 
a Covenant-Right to Salvation; and if ay 11. F 
the other Proteſtants be ſaved, it is by ſome her Ef 
covenanted Act of God, i. e. not by o char 
Chriſt, fince all the Bleſſings of RedempiM.ce, f 
come to us by him in a Covenant way. al, 
The Badge of the Engliſh Church, is Chi anne 
but theſe her pretended Sons, have not ay mſirut 
quitted that Chriſtian Charatter, but epa „ nue 
Notions deſtructive to her very Being, and tey hav 
to the utmoſt their little ſordid Efforts in Muthera 
fence of em. 2 bf Epiſc, 
2. He attributes the want of Epiſcopal H Lil ne 
tiſm among the reformed Abroad, to in⁰¹i. nent, 
Ignorance. 4 _ fe 
As to that term of Art, I confeſs it i r after 
what Myſterious, not knowing how Ignoral.: had 
can be properly denominated from the Wil; en Not 
let that be as it will, I am ſure the Propoſtahead, v 
falſe; for the foreign Reformed Churches M h. 
know there is ſuch a Thing as Epiſcopac % 9 
how neceffary ſome Folks make it to the Et, he 
of a Church; yet they ſtill voluntarily reel 6010 
and that for the ſame Reaſon as they did at Wſ: Optat. 
Reformation; for, it's plain, they rech to call t. 
Epiſcopacy among the Corruptions of Weforme 
Church of Rome, and therefore gave it no f true one, 


in the Reformation ; and ever ſince vinur:ry, H 


ted themſelves againſt all Fure Divino Epi attempt 

liaus whatever. With what Face then can Uh a b. 

pretenders to Learning put ſuch a Sham * wn's Ge 
| Vo | 


. 


orld, as to perſwade 'em that the foreign 
roteſtants are involuntarily Ignorant of the Ne- 
eflity of Epiſcopacy. 


woidable Circumſtances, that whatever Circum- 
ances they are under with Reſpect to Church- 
overnment, tis the Effect of their own Choice. 


Il. Having complemented Optatus with ano- 
Sher Eſſay of his good Breeding, he proceeds 
Wo charge him with brazen Aſſurance and Impu- 
lence, for aſſerting that Presbyterian Government 
revails among the Proteſtants Abroad; and tells us, 
cannot be ſuppoſed he can be acquainted with the 
mſitutions of the foreign Churches Abroad; but 
hs much he learns from Gordon's Geography, that 
hey have Arch-biſhops and Biſhops, p. 20. tho* the 
Lutherans don't acknowledge the Divine Inſtitution 
bf Epiſcopacy, p. 21. 
lu not return the Gentleman's brazen Com- 
enent, but muſt tell him, either he is wretched- 
7 Ignorant, or baſely impoſes upon his Reader, 


ut had he dealt fairly with Optatus, he had ta- 
ken Notice of the next Paragraph under this 
Head, where he aſſerts, That the Reform'd A- 
mad had no Dioceſan Biſhops of the Italian or 
Engliſh Species. But inſtead of taking Notice of 
that, he very diſingenuouſly runs upon the Cry 
of Biſhops in general, without limiting them 
8 Optatus did; and it's equally unjuſt in him 
o call that a Pretended Lift of the tranſmarine 
Reformed Churches, which 1 do affirm to be a 
ne one, and defy any Perſon to prove the con- 
mary. He was ſo ſenſible of this, that inſtead of 
attempting to overthrow it, he only confronts it 
vith a bare Lift of Nominal Biſhops out of Gor- 
en Geography. Gordon indeed tells us of 

| Arch- 


| Therefore, they are ſo far from being under un- 


or after all, their Government is Presbyterian > 


3 (28) M 1 
Arch-biſhops arid Biſhops there, but not a Wor 
of their being Dioceſans, or any way divine 
Superior to. Presbyters, which is the Queſtion i 
Debate; this ſhews how weak an Argument 


g « Equ: 
can influence a prejudiced Inclination. = 
That the Reformed Churches abroad have n . tel 
Diocetan Biſhops, or any Order of Minifenff 5 . - 
which they allow to be Jure Divino, Superior oli, cal | 
Presbyters, will appear from the following Coil, e 
ſiderations. « ger 
i. From the Anſwerer's own Confeſſion, wi | _ 
ſays, The Lutherans don't acknowledge the D Ws N 
Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy, p. 21. As to the Catz 3. T 
niſte, no Body ever pretended to find the Thing about t! 
or Name Biſhop among them; which I inſert þ 8 
the Way, to inform my Adverſary of the Con Elk us t 
ſtitutions of Foreign Churches, which he x | 
knowledges he 1s not much acquainted with. This 
2. We may judge of the fi Sh Rene Donat al. 
Churches by their Writers, their Articles and Cay hope w 
eſſions. i ne 
ft 7 Blanc, ſpeaking of this Subject, fax Oppc 
&« is the more general Opinion of the Engij III.! 
ce that Epiſcopacy and Presbytery are cftnd 1 
&« Offices; but the reſt of the Reform 'd, 4 XIA 
cc allo they of the Auguſt an Confeſſion, do una & Paul 
c himoully believe that there is no ſuch d r 
« ftindtion by divine Right, Theſes Sd. l. 
There are others that treat Occaſionally of th Oh r 
Nature of the foreign Eccleſiaftical Goyer 3 Ba 
ment, and they all aflert, tis lodg d andere, ſtian? 
cis d in and by Miniſters acting in Parity, Fo this Hy 
e not by Dioceſan Biſhopsz as Muſculus, Zan we Def 
c Ravancl, Juricu — From 
Add to this what the preſent State of Dn Yer 3 
mark ſays, vid. That there be there Six . 2 
15 perintcndants, who take it very n Hcien— 
&« called Biſhops ; theſe have no Tempor: 4% dle bin 


Word 7 


we 0 gecleſiaſtical Courts, have no Cathedrals 
Hon © with Prebends, Canons, Deans, Sub- deans, 
"I © but are only primi inter Pares, the Firſt among 


« Equals, Chap, 16. p. 231. 

Abbot Vertot likewiſe, in his account of Swe- 
din, tells us, That the Reformation deprived 
« the Biſhops there of their former Eecleſiaſti- 
« cal juriſdiction; there are Ten Biſhops who 
« re confined to their own Employment; un- 
« der them there be Seven or Eight Superinten- 
« dants, who differ only from the Biſhops in 
& Name. | | 

3. The Opinion of the Reformed Abroad, 
about the equality of Miniſters, is further evi- 


ave nt 
niſten 
ior to 
7 Cons 


ert þ : 
Cees from their Confeſſions, which at firſt ſight 
a 2 tell us their Government is Presbyterial. 
h, | 


This is ſufficient to acquit the Author of 
Donatus from the Charge of Impudence, and 
hope will be of ſome Uſe to inform my Ignorant 


mtl 


4 


Opponent. 
100 III. He ſays, ec That the Efficacy of A Sacra- 
= % depends not upon a Miniſter's own Baptiſm, 


which is a perſonal Qualification relating to himſelf. 
F. Paul was a Biſhop before he was baptized, and it 
is not Baptiſm, but a ſufficient Call that ſerves to 
make 4 Biſhop or Prieſt in a Chriſtian Church, p. 22. 

Oh rare Parſon ! Was Paul a Biſhop before he 
was Baptiz d? a Miniſter before he was a Chri- 
lan ? What need of further Diſpute, ſince by 
this Hypotheſis more is unwarily granted than 
we Deſire ? 


una 
h d. 
„. 
F the 
Vern 
Exel 
and 


nch 


Den From hence he infers, a Man may be a Chri- 
i Ainiſter without the Perſonal qualification of 
o /n; for it is not Baptiſm, adds he, but 4 


ſuffcient Call that makes a Biſhop or Prieſt ; that is, 
the Biſhop may Ordain a Perſon to make others 
E 2 Chri- 


ities 
[ n0 


latter Years : This new Fan y iuwvcurs as much 


= 30) AC 

Chriſtians, who is no Chriſtian himſelf, the . 
cording to the Rules of the Church, wü 5:45 
makes Baptiſm a previous Qualification to the much 
Miniſtry; Baptiſm is therefore call d Chrig. WM. very 


ning, becauſe thereby the Child is made a Ch.. Wh ic ; f 
ſtian. * | ing, th 

If Men may be Miniſters, and validly adn- it's eg 
1:iſer all Ordinances without Baptiſm, what Ne. ared. 
ceſſity is there of Baptiſm ? and why ſuch eender 


ſtrange Clamours againſt Diſſenters for want df 


it? | IV. Thi 


So that this Notion (which he borrows fron u G. - 
the Author of Lay-baptiſm) is ſo far from he Throne 
ing ſufficient to vanquiſh any Scruples about the ud 74:7 
validity of Baptiſm, that it rather increals I lis Subj 


his Got 
This Pai 
d ſedit 
ſgn'd, 
Ake him 
m to col 
arned ( 
rd for 


them; or at leaſt has ſomething in it, that ma 
tempt Men to flight the Ordinance of Baptiſm; 
ſince according to theſe Gentlemens Logick, a 
Man may be a good Miniſter without it. 

This Undervaluing and Contempt of Baptiſm i 
is a Branch of the Manichean and Meſſalian 
Hereſy, Aug. de Hereſibus, 46, 59, and very 
well deſerves the Notice of a Convocation. 


But ſee how the Sons of Uniformity differ Nees, to 
among themſelves ; Mr. Dodwell tells the World, no bet 
there's no Immortality or Salvation without Epi- u abo 


liticks, 

m can n 
alty of 
langer t 
he Co 
Iition of 
Wit | ſay 
Ware a 
nt, fron 
[vel anal 
have a 


Is preſe 


copal-baptiſm ; but here be Sticklers for the 
Church, that make no more of Baptiſm than 
an inſignificant Ceremony, by telling us a Man 
may be a Chriſtian Miniſter, nay, an Apoſtle, with: 
out Chriſtian Baptiſm. 
Rare Champions for Epiſcopacy ! which 
can't but flouriſh when ſupported by ſuch Ad- 
voeates on Both Sides; but it's well known the 
thinking Part of the Church ſoon diſownd 
Mr. Dodwell's Principle, attributing it to a De- 
lirious frenzy (they ſay) he c ntracted in his 


of 
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Ace 


dich ment and Learning than the former, in 
the much as it more immediately overthrows 
wille very Hypotheſis they pretend to maintain 
-hri- WW it; for if Baptiſm be ſuch an indifferent 


ing, that a Man may be a Miniſter without 


dm it's equally indifferent by whom it is Admi- 
Ne. Jared. Thus a bad Cauſe unavoidably leads its 


ſuch WM-fenders to manifeſt Abſurdities. 


nt al | 

5 IV. The Author of Donatus is ſaid to make 
fron G. 4 coarſe Complement upon his Acceſſion to 
1 be- i Throne, in calling him P n, which if it 


ud gain Credit, wou'd give the far greateſt part 


eaſes 15 Subjects an Averſion to his Majeſty, and ren- 
may WW his Government uneaſy and unſafe, p. 23. 

im; is Paragraph carries with it ſuch a ſcurvy 
k, 1 Wd ſeditious Infinuation, as if the Anſwerer 


ſgn'd, by copying after Dr. Sacheverel, to 
le himſelf notorious; tho' I wou'd adviſe 
m to continue in his Obſcurity, and avoid all 


rd for ſuch ſoft Tools as he and his Accom- 


iter ces, to make any thing of, if they haggle at 
Id, no better than they have done at this. 

55% r above all things, 1 wou'd have him avoid 
the WW 'iticks, which High-flying Eccleſiaſticks ſel- 
han m can meddle with, without incurring the 


1th- anger the Abridgment of their Ears. 

he Conſequences he draws from the Sup- 
nich tion of his Majeſty's being a P- n prove 
Ad- Wi | fay ; for if there be any meaning in em, 


are a kind of Threatning of the Govern- 
nt, from a Party whoſe Nature is too often known 


De- el againſt Principle: But be that as it will, 
his have a King on the Throne, (whom God 

* 5 preſerve) who'll do Juſtice to all, and Fear 
0 a 


none; 


the Mad-man, and betrays a greater eel] . 


armed Contentions, any of which are too 


malty of the Law; which if Executed, might 


none 5 a King, who will not only preſerve t 


at any thing, be it never ſo ſmall and trivial 


which he ſubtilly neglected, by Per 
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Church inviolably, but will contribute to 
Glory and Beauty more than any have done) 
fore him. A King, under whoſe Wiſe Gown 
ment, Religion, Learning, and Commercey 
flouriſh to that degree, as to make Great. 
tain the Admiration and Praiſe of the why 
Earth. | 


V. As to the Fathers, he charges A. Og 
with his Ignorance of them; becauſe he al 
Dionyſus Alexandrinus, D. Alexander; 
they were too ſharp Tools for Diſſenters to mel 
with, and that they were all for Epiſcopal Gnu 
ment, p. 23. | | | 

It ga pretty way of proving a Man's Ignoran 
of Books by the Errata's of the Preſs, or then 
fake of the Amanuenſis. I can aſſure the ithers, 
der, that in Optatus's Original Manuſcript NPecifcall 
was writ thus, Dionyſ. Alexandr. which vil Befides 
common way of Abbreviation ; but had it by ming t! 
Jo, as long as the Author quoted Nich urch 3 
whence he tranſcrib'd the Inſtance, no Fetch wh: 
can Judge it to be any more than a meer e gon 
dental Overſight. But a finking Cauſe cat ubject, 
As for the Fathers, being too ſharp I 
for a Diſſenter to meddle with without d 
ting his Fingers, it's only an Excurſion 
the Anſwerer's Ricketty Wit; but I mult t 
him, the Presbyterians are as intimate with! 
Fathers, as the Epiſcopalians, and have prof 
as much, if not more than they have from 
However, the Jeſt, if it be one, returns U 
himſelf, for he tacitly confeſſes the care Net 
of his own Fingers, by his not making an 


of the Ancient Writers in defence of his Call 
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vided thoſe little Criticiſms upon *em, which 
over his Artiic . 
A to the whole current of Antiquity's being 
r Epiſcopal Government, it's altogether a 
Ie Inſinuation, if he means by it a Jure Di- 
0 Superiority of Miniſters. 5 
Next to the Bible, the Diſſenters are moſt o- 
iced to the Primo-primitive Fathers, who 
ert the Divine Right but of two diſtinct Or- 
rs of Church-Officers, viz, Presbyter and 
heacon, often Identify ing Biſhop and Pres- 
ter; and where they mention Biſhops as di- 
act from, or ſuperior to Presbyters, the di- 
inction is Gradual, and not Ordinal; let our 
drerfaries prove the contrary if they can. 
either the New Teſtament, nor the Ancient 
athers, do any where afirm Biſhops to be a 
decifically diſtinct Order from Presbyters. 
Belides what Mr. Bingham has proved, con- 
ring the Opinion of the firſt Fathers of the 
hurch about Lay-Baptiſm; I ſhall conclude 
1th what two Modern Divines of unqueſtion- 
er |: Repute in the Engliſh Church ſay on that 
55 Dieck. 
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“ Cyprian being — ſevere againſt 
baptiſm adminiſtred by Heretical Miniſters, 
ve may wonder what he thought of that 
which was adminiſtred by meer Lay, Unor- 
dained Perſons, which yet was not uncom- 
mon in thoſe Times; tor that Lay-men (pro- 
ided they were Chriſtians and Baptized them- 
ſelves) might and did Baptize others in caſes 
ot neceſſity, is ſo poſitively aflerted by 
Tertullian, Hierom, and others, that no Man 
Can doubt of it; a Cuſtom ratified by on a- 

| 9 es ters 


pt up to the Female Character, he had equally | 


| 
| 
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ce by any Miniſter not Epiſcopally Ordaing 


cc valid, and ought to be Re-baptized; 


. poſted for Inſuffcients, and conſign'd over tot 
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et thers of the Hliberine Council, Caues til 
ct ive Chriſtianity, Edit. V. p. 199, 200. 
This Quotation ſufficiently ſhews the Se 
of Antiquity, as the next does that of 
Church of England concerning Lay-Baptiſn, 
© The new Doctrine ( ſays the excels 
ce Dean of Peterborough) that Perſons Baptin 


& (whether at Home or in Foreign Proteſt 
cc Churches) muſt Renounce their Baptiſm «li 


© Doctrine expreily contrary to the Judgmy 
cc and Practice of our own Church, and fif 
c ciently confuted by the beſt of our Divine 
cc the paſt and preſent Age. Spittal Sm 
March 30. 1714. . | 
Thus, Gentlemen Anſwerers (however d 
nify'd or diſtinguiſh'd) I have traced yeu 
the Labyrinth of your taudry Performance, a 
inſtead of finding Solid Argument and Acad 
mical Breeding, have been in purſuit of Mili 
Wiſps and Fack a Lanthorns, or ſome ſuch 
Tatick Lights of the Party, that upon Exan 
nation, have proved to be nothing elſe but gn 
Vapours, exhal'd from a Bog of Aflurance a 
Ignorance, by the heat of blind Zeal, wh 
upon the approach of that bright Sun, Tn 
diſappeared. If ever you intend to make a 
cond Apparition, pray let it be in your of 
Form, and talk in a Dialect you wou'd like 
be anſwer'd in; but if, as you have done, 
Anſwer Argument with Banter, and Bant 
with Argument, depend upon it, III have) 
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Infirmary. | 
And ſo Gentlemen, Fat 
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Mrs. Zane Chor/ton. 


MAD AN, 


H E Honour I retain for your Worthy 
and Learned Father's Memory, and the 
Reſpect I have for ſeveral of your neareſt 
Relations, engages me to be much concern'd 
for the unhappy Circumſtances you. have 
brought your ſelf into; I mean, not your be- 
ing a Church-woman, but the ill Conſequen- 
ces of the Way you took to be ſo. 
Had you continued firm in thoſe Principles 
that Great Divine and Chriſtian, Mr. Cy9r{ton 
inſtructed you in, you had maintain'd an un- 
blemiſh'd Character, among all the ſober and 
intelligent Perſons of your Acquaintance in 
both Parties; But now you have expoſed 
your Reputation to the laſt Degree, in ſuffer- 
ng your ſelf to be carry'd away to the Be- 
liel of unchriſtian Opinions, and then in 
defending (if the Title Page of a late Pam- 
pilet publiſhe in your Name, ſpeak Truth) 
F your 
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* your Misfortune after ſuch a Manner, à Popiſn 
with ſuch a Spirit as ſeems to contrada min'd 
c real Converſion. --c would 
© Your extream Zeal, while you were ami Papiſts 
© the Diſſenters, was obſerv'd by ſome, „ and t. 
< prognoſticated a Change from it; for ; Wobtain? 
© was ſomewhat too remote from Charity, (hat 
it gave reaſonable grounds of ſuſpetting (I wo 
underſtood not the Principles you adhered i engage 
© and the Effect has made good the Suſpic Tempe 
and where your preſent more exorbitant limitin 
© lences may End, God only knows. Now z 
* I appeal to your ſelf, whether or no M have t 
© did not ſome Years ago think, you had haue 1 
good Reaſon for what you believed at he fi 
© time, as you now think you have for who cal 
© you believe at this? It may be you'll Which 
© you find you were miſtaken, and are reſolwration 
© to ſtick where you are: But whether this None or 
© ſolution don't proceed from the Neglett M Applic 
© a due Compariſon of the Sentiments . 
© have quitted, with thoſe you have embrjhſQrive at 
© ced, or a worſe Cauſe, may be a proper e Un 
© ſtion. 3 | 5 ted, a 
© Your Caſe ſeems to be ſomewhat Pan their | 


© to that of a King of France, who when ſta . 


© had heard the Proteſtants and Papiſts a]WDam: 
© gue the diſtinguiſhing Points of their Bel Freie 
© wou'd not determine which Side he ef Cor 
© for, by what he had heard in the Continn 
© ſpute ; but propos'd a Queſtion to this Hays 
© pole, Whether Salvation might be had History 
© both Communions ? The Papiſts, out 0 been f. 
© their High Zeal, denied all Salvation to e Ma 
© attainable out of their Church; the Prat Dioceſa 

ſtants, on the other Hand, out of tbettere; 


Condeſcending Charity, ſaid they would 
| ol) 


= (399 Tm 
dery the poſſibility of Salvation in the 
Popiſh Way. Whereupon the King deter- 


r, al | . — * — 
rad mind for the Popiſh Religion, ſaying, He 
, would be on Cate Side ; fince the 


Papiſts confin'd Salvation to their Church, 
and the Proteſtants allow'd it might be 


Alon 


„ Wit 

5 as 1 obtain'd in that Community. 
ity, That Party in the Church of England 
ng (l wont fay of it) with whom you are 


engaged, ſeem to be much of the Popiſh 
Temper I juſt now. mention'd, and are for 
limiting all Chriſtianity to themſelves. 
Now your own Reaſon will tell you they 
have the beſt Title to Chriſtianity, who 
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Wh have moſt of the Characteriſticks of it: 
it t The firſt Practical Characteriſtick (if I may 
ruh call it) of Chriſtianity, is Charity, 
Ul GW hich is certainly more neceſſary to Sal- 
fol ration than Baptiſm, as adminiſtred from 


one or another ſort of Men. I leave the 
Application of it to your ſelf. 

1s ftrange you ſhould on a ſudden ar- 
ve at that degree of Uncharitableneſs, as 
to Unchriſtianize all Unepiſcopally Bapti- 
#d, and afford 'em no other Baſis for 
their Hope of Salvation, but the Uncove- 
nanted Mercies of God; which is in Effect, 
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Beleg Fypiſcopacy and Presbytery have been a Bone 
10 ef Contention for ſome Ages, and ſtill 
he D rontinue to be ſo; but the diſpute now- 


i-Days is chiefly maintain d from Church- 
Hiſtory, the Matter of Presbytery having 
been ſo far evinced from Scripture, that 


18 Pur 
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to M Man of Senfe will pretend to find any 
Trug ioceſan Biſhop, eſpecially ſuch as ours are, 
* theittere; fo that the Divine Right of Epiſco- 
d n0 F 2 pacy 


dem 


* pacy falls to the Ground, and is alteadyqy 
© ted by the beſt Sticklers for it. 
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© But if this Matter were ſtill dubious ful cing, 


7 f the 
cripture, the uncharitableneſs of your yn 
* could not be juſtiſied; for a Pra ary 
like yours, demands a Truth capable | 4 
the fulleſt Demonſtration for its Found Har 
ion. 3 ag 
f Tour Re-baptization by an Epiſcopal Hy — 
was not defenſible, unleſs you t ought Tr 
neceſſary to Salvation: You could not th - 
it neceſſary to Salvation, without think 5 
all that are not Epiſcopally Baptized , ag 
of the Way to Salvation. Theſe — — 
rightly believed by any Perſon, A 5 50 
demonſtratively perſwaded of oy in "ek 
Right of Epiſcopacy, excluſive _ me 
bitive of all other Forms of Eccleſia ical | = 
riſdiction. 3 5 
© Pray, Madam, has the Divine Ln ' fo 
Epiſcopal Church Government Excluſive 1 — 
Prohibitive of all others, been _— g OE 
ted to you, or did you take it upon W ro 
if the former, it's your Duty to 0 ; ay 
the World with ſuch a Proof, as it 4 — 
yet had : if the latter, you NG * ben 
to blame in aſſenting to ſuch bold oy Pra 
Hand over Head ; which, if you * Lk 
other Reaſon for them but implicit Fait 1 rn 
ridiculous and nonſenſical, and not only Se 
but wicked unchriſtian Errors too. and tn 
I beg of you therefore, that you „ Ha 
conſult your own eaſe and quiet, or ! Bapti 
tially to Review what you have * » [RR 
fairly once more to conſider w n fin 
Sides have to offer for themſelves im 6 


my e we 
io much Bigotted, as to think thoſ * 


n 1 
Men (you have fancied) capable of being 

compared with (much leſs of outbalan- 

F cing) thoſe many Pious and Great Men in 

the Engliſh Church as well as elſewhere, 

who differ from 'em in their Judgment 

and Practice. INT. ner 
© fe read of but one Baptiſm in Scrip- 
ture, the Unity of which the Antient Chri- 
© ftians were ſo ſolicitous to maintain, that 
they lookt upon the re-iteration of Baptiſm, 
© tho adminiftred by a known Lay-Hand, to 
ebe no leſs than a Rent in the Body of 
© Chriſt. If you thou'd, by the cloſe Exer- 
©ciſe of your Reaſon, come to a due Know- 
( ledge of the Merits of the Cauſe, I hope 
© you'll acquit your ſelf ſo like a Chri- 
© ftian, as to think it more honourable to 
quit an Error, than ſtubbornly perſiſt there 
* in. 
Jo be free with you, Did you not for 
© {me Years together Recognize your firſt 
© Baptiſm, and the Obligations of it? Don't 
your Conſcience tell you that you conſent- 
'ed to all that Duty 'you owe to God, not 
only as a Creature, but as a Chriſtian ? 
Did not you frequently take the God of 
pour Fathers for your God, and pleaſe 
your ſelf with the claim you could make 
to his Favour from your firſt ſolemn De- 
* dication to him ? Sure you did. How 
could you then by your late Re-baptiza- 
* tion give the lie to all this ? How could 
*you without Horror renounce a ſolemn 
* Baptiſm, which God and good Men have 
always own'd ? Can you think on this pro- 
* fane Renunciation with Complacency ? | 
am ſure you cannot, but rather with per, 
an 
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© ſcience be cauterized, it will bleed a-fre( 
© at every ſerious Review of what you hay 
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© Beſides, were the Obligations you. lai 
© your ſelf under before your ſecond By 
© tiſm, valid or no? If they were, and yy 
c refoly'd to the utmoſt of your Power t 
c fulfill em, What better Title did you nes 
© to your Chriſtianity ? If no Obligatig 
© were valid before your Re-baptiſm ; why 
a Gap is laid open to profaneneſs ? Hy 
may Perſons play at faft and looſe wit 
the moſt Sacred Things, upon pretence 9 
ſcrupling their Baptiſm? 
© But after all, Madam, I am willing t. 
excuſe it for you as far as its poſſible, and 
wou'd think that you have been impoſe 
upon in this Affair, by the Officiouſnely 
of ſome Perſons who had opportunity byl 
your 1ncapacity of Judging in this Matter 
to Work upon you; for I am ſatisfied thi 
firſt Occaſion of your Scruple was not pure 
ly and primarily from your ſelf ; but what 
might be the immediate Cauſe of you 
pretended Converſion, I ſhall not enquig 
into, ſince you have intimated the 'utmol 
Averſion to its being divulged ; however, | 
hope, when the heat of this Buſineſs 1 
over, and you can make a cool Examim- 
tion of it, you'll be ſenſible how {fadly 
you have been impoſed on. 
vou experience within your ſelf upon 
this Change, better and more Chriſtin 
* Diſpoſitions than you had before (tho 1! 
will fall ſhort of a Proof to others) yt 
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go PS. | 
it may be ſome Perſwaſion to your ſelf : 


hut if on the contrary you are more Un- 
charitable, leſs careful of your Time and 


private as well as publick Devotion, -. you 
have the beſt Reaſon in the World to 
conclude, that your new Opinion is no- 
thing elſe but the Product of an unſtable 
and reſtleſs Mind, and I believe one Day 
or other youll find it ſo; which that you 
may, is the earneſt Wiſh of | 


Your Humble Servant, 


Behaviour, leſs frequent and fervent in your 


2 
u# Ap 
* 
— 
1 
KR 


* 


* 


92 * 
-" 444-8 
">; 2 
ig * 

8 
37 


4 


*7 


A. * . 
* 7 . 


Pa. 


F 
oh 
i 
YSH 
ten 


* * 
* 


| * 5 
& 


4% * 
> as 
1 
— „ 


mY 


21 0 


* 
. 
* 


7 


55 


: : 
* 
* A [2 
5 
2 
4 


2 ent 


VI 
; 


< * FIT 
„ Tien 
ads $23 6 2 


7 7 * 
* 


” 


# 
_y 
- 
. „„ 4 


if 
1 


o 


— 


4 


> 
* ” 
» 4 
Y FS, » 


» 


o 
- * w— — _ 
DDr 4 


